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ABSTRACT 
With the increasing prevalence of chronic disease throughout the world, Personal Health Records (PHRs) have been 
suggested as a way to improve chronic disease self-management.  However, PHRs are not yet widely used by consumers.  
Protection Motivation Theory (PMT) has been successfully utilized to explain health related behaviors among chronic care 
patients.  In addition, several Information Systems (IS) theories have been successfully used to explain technology adoption.  
This study combines PMT with IS theory to propose a research model to aid in the understanding of PHR adoption by 
chronic care patients. The role of educational interventions on various elements of the proposed model is also examined.  We 
outline a survey-based study to empirically validate the proposed model using structural equation modeling techniques.  
Keywords 
Personal Health Records (PHR), Protection Motivation Theory (PMT), Task-Technology Fit (TTF), Educational 
Interventions, Self-Management, Chronic Disease 
INTRODUCTION 
The World Health Organization’s (WHO) published statistics on chronic disease (World Health Organization, 2005) reveal 
staggering effects on both morbidity and economic costs.  For chronic diseases, such as Type 2 diabetes, “self-management 
practices have substantial consequences on morbidity and mortality” (Heisler, et al., 2002, p. 243).   Electronic Personal 
Health Records (for the remainder of this paper, termed PHR), a form of Consumer Health Information Technology (C-HIT) 
have been proposed as a way to assist chronic disease patients in self-managing their disease (Assadi & Hassanein, 2009; 
Tang, et al., 2006).  While all patients can potentially benefit from the adoption of PHRs, those patients with chronic 
conditions can potentially achieve greater benefits, due to the increased need to access their health related information on a 
regular basis and the requirement to actively self-manage their disease in a joint effort with physicians and other caregivers 
(Pope, et al., 2006).  While the existence of PHRs appears to be understood by patients and physicians, adoption of PHRs has 
been an issue (Assadi & Hassanein, 2009).  Technologies such as C-HITs have been shown to help self-management, 
however, they can only do so if they are adopted (Or & Karsh, 2009), thus “system developers and those who implement the 
systems should pay attention to the underlying reasons and motives for patient acceptance of the [C-HIT] technology” (Or & 
Karsh, 2009, p. 556). 
Protection Motivation Theory (PMT) has been used for decades to analyze and predict health related behaviors (Norman, et 
al., 2005), with meta-analyses (Floyd, et al., 2000; Milne, et al., 2000) showing PMT variables as good predictors of health 
related behaviors and behavioral intention in general.  PMT is therefore very appropriate to the health behavior context of our 
research study.  At the same time, IS theories such as Task-Technology Fit (TTF) have successfully shown the relationships 
among the variables that can predict consumers’ behaviors towards technology (Goodhue, 1995).  To date however, a limited 
number of studies have combined PMT with IS theory.  Additionally, TTF in combination with the Technology Acceptance 
Model (TAM) have been previously shown to provide greater explanatory power than either model alone (Dishaw & Strong, 
1999; Klopping & McKinney, 2004).  However, we have chosen to combine TTF with PMT, as PMT constructs encompass 
the most salient items from TAM (i.e., Response Efficacy is similar to Perceived Usefulness, Response Cost is similar to 
Perceived Ease of  Use) that are critical to our study, but in a health behavior context.  Finally, a recent call was made for C-
HIT acceptance research to incorporate technology acceptance theories (Or & Karsh, 2009).  By combining PMT with TTF, 
this paper is an answer to that call. 
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Educational interventions have been successfully applied to chronic care conditions such as asthma and diabetes (Guevara, et 
al., 2003; Sigurdardottir, et al., 2007) among others.  More specifically, self-management education programs, which 
“emphasize the role of patient education in preventive and therapeutic health care activities” (Warsi, et al., 2004, p. 1641) can 
be of assistance to chronically ill patients.  Improving people’s health literacy has been identified as a key objective in 
improving the health of Americans (Pope, et al., 2006).  Unfortunately, one of the groups cited as having limitations for 
health literacy include persons with chronic physical conditions (Pope, et al., 2006), and “the skills to increase health literacy 
will be critical for PHR adoption” (Kahn, et al., 2009, p. 371).  Thus, in this study we propose to explore the impact of 
educational interventions on the various factors that influence PHR adoption.  To date, no known studies have applied 
educational interventions to C-HIT (such as PHR) adoption, research which can potentially assist chronic disease sufferers.   
The overarching objective of this paper is to develop and test a research model that combines PMT with TTF, specifically in 
the context of PHR adoption by chronic care patients for the purposes of self-management (note: for the remainder of the 
paper, we simply refer to this as PHR Adoption).  We propose a survey based study that will examine the adoption intention 
of PHRs by chronic care patients.  Furthermore, we will study the effects that educational interventions have on PHR 
adoption intention and its antecedents.  The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.  Section 2 provides the 
theoretical background for our research.  Section 3 details our research model and the hypotheses we plan to test via our 
research methodology, which is included in Section 4.  Finally, Section 5 details the potential contributions of this research. 
 
THEORETICAL BACKGROUND 
Protection motivation theory (PMT) is a widely adopted framework for the prediction of health-related behavior  (Milne, et 
al., 2000).  Research that utilizes PMT is typically from two main streams: i) as a framework to develop and evaluate 
persuasive communications (e.g., educational interventions), and ii) to predict health related behaviors (Norman, et al., 2005).  
Our research falls under both of these streams.  PMT is a comprehensive model which has proven to be superior to other 
health related models with respect to the prediction of preventative behaviors (Seyde, et al., 1990) such as self-management.  
The PMT model contains two specific appraisals in a cognitive mediating process, namely threat appraisal (focusing on 
vulnerability to the threat and potential severity of the threat) and coping appraisal (focusing on the coping factors of 
response efficacy, self efficacy and response costs).  These two appraisals lead to protection motivation, focusing on the 
individual’s intention to perform recommended behaviors (Norman, et al., 2005).  Modes of coping can be maladaptive (e.g., 
avoidance, denial, etc.) or adaptive (e.g., changes in health behavior such as exercise, etc.)  Adoption of a PHR can be 
considered an adaptive coping mode in that using the PHR will involve a positive change in health related behavior.  PMT 
has been shown to be a strong predictor of both intention and behavior (Blanchard, et al., 2009; Norman, et al., 2005) and as 
such, it is particularly suited to studying PHR adoption intention in our context. 
Task-Technology Fit (TTF) theory was originally proposed by Goodhue (1995) who indicated the need for “some specific 
user evaluation construct, defined within a theoretical perspective that can usefully link underlying systems to their relevant 
impacts.” (Goodhue, 1995, p. 1827)   He proposed TTF to fill this need (Goodhue, 1995).  TTF theory proposes that a better 
fit between technology and task will lead to better performance, either in terms of faster performance, or in terms of more 
effective accomplishment of tasks (Goodhue, 1995).  It is this second element of performance that we are most interested in, 
in that better fit between the PHR technology and self-management task will lead to more effective chronic disease  self-
management.  In addition to task and technology, there is also an individual element, whereby TTF includes “the extent that 
technology functionality matches task requirements and individual abilities” (Goodhue, 1995, p. 1829), in that the technology 
must fit both the task and the individual.  One noted limitation of TTF is that it does not overtly consider the fit between the 
user and the task (Ammenwerth, et al., 2006), something which is very important in voluntary tasks (such as PHR adoption 
and use).  For voluntary tasks, users must be motivated to perform the task.  We therefore incorporate PMT which provides 
this motivational component.  Additionally, Ammenwerth (2006) suggested deliberate interventions as a way to affect the 
TTF fit dimensions, which we designed in our research study through educational interventions.  For the purposes of our 
study, the technology is the PHR, the individual is a chronic disease patient and the task is chronic disease self-management.   
Given the focus on self-management, it is also important to understand the role that ‘readiness’ of the individual plays in 
PHR adoption.  Before an individual will adopt PHR technology for the task of self-management, he/she must be ready to 
engage in self managing their chronic disease.  For this, we draw on health care theory through the use of the Patient 
Activation Measure (PAM), described in more detail below. 
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RESEARCH MODEL  
The proposed research model which combines PMT, TTF and PAM and incorporates educational interventions is shown as 
Figure 1, followed by brief descriptions of the constructs and proposed hypotheses. 
 
 
Figure 1: Research Model 
 
PHR Adoption Intention:  Our endogenous construct is PHR Adoption Intention, as behavioral intentions are typically the 
dependent variable in PMT studies (Floyd, et al., 2000; Rogers & Prentice-Dunn, 1997).  In addition, while the dependent 
variable in TTF is typically Performance Impact, many TTF studies include intention either with a direct relationship with 
TTF and/or via a mediated relationship with TTF (Dishaw & Strong, 1998; Dishaw, et al., 2002; Klopping & McKinney, 
2004; Klopping & McKinney, 2006; Lam, et al., 2007).  Previous studies have shown specifically in a health-related behavior 
environment that intention to perform a behavior was highly correlated with [self-reported] use (Or, et al., 2008), and 
therefore, while this study specifically examines PHR adoption intention, this intention should correlate with actual use.   
Perceived Task Technology Fit (PTTF):  The TTF construct is defined as the perception that the capabilities of the 
technology match the user’s task requirements (Lin & Huang, 2008).  For our study it is the perception that the PHR matches 
the requirements of the chronic disease self-management task.  As noted above, TTF has been shown to have significant 
direct relationships with intention (Klopping & McKinney, 2004; Klopping & McKinney, 2006) and therefore it is 
hypothesized that individuals with higher perceptions of fit will be more likely to intend to adopt the PHR. 
H1 – A higher level of PTTF will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention.   
 
All PMT constructs have been shown to have significant relationships with intention and behavior, as evidenced by two 
meta-analyses (Floyd, et al., 2000; Milne, et al., 2000).  Below we explore each. 
Severity:  This threat appraisal construct is defined as “how serious the individual believes that the threat [is] to his or her 
own life” (Milne, et al., 2000, p. 108).  It will be operationalized as the perception of how severe the risks posed by the 
chronic disease are to the individual’s health, especially if the disease is not properly managed.  It is expected that individuals 
who believe that the severity of the health threat posed by their chronic disease is high will be more likely to intend to adopt 
the PHR. 
H2 – A higher level of Severity will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention. 
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Vulnerability:  This threat appraisal construct is defined as “how personally susceptible an individual feels to the 
communicated threat” (Milne, et al., 2000, p. 108).  It will be operationalized as the perception of how susceptible the 
individual feels to the threats posed by the chronic disease (i.e., will they actually get the potential negative health conditions 
posed by the chronic disease).  It is expected that individuals who feel more susceptible to the numerous possible adverse 
health effects of the chronic disease will be more likely to intend to adopt the PHR. 
H3 – A higher level of Vulnerability will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention. 
 
Response Costs (RC):  This coping appraisal construct is defined as “how costly performing the recommended response 
will be to the individual” (Milne, et al., 2000, p. 109).  It will be operationalized as the costs, both potential monetary and 
other (e.g., time, effort, etc.) incurred by the individual in performing chronic disease self-management using the PHR.  RC 
has a negative relationship with intentions and behaviors, and therefore we hypothesize that individuals will be less likely to 
intend to adopt the PHR if they deem the costs to be high.  
H4 – A higher level of RC will negatively influence PHR Adoption Intention. 
 
Response Efficacy (RE):  This coping appraisal construct is defined as “beliefs about whether the recommended coping 
response will be effective in reducing threat to the individual” (Milne, et al., 2000, p. 109).  It will be operationalized as the 
individual’s beliefs that the use of a PHR will lead to better disease self-management.  Most studies show RE to be a 
significant indicator of intentions (Stanley & Maddux, 1986; Tulloch, et al., 2009).  It is believed that the more individuals 
believe that the PHR can reduce the health threat posed by their chronic disease, the more likely they are to intend to adopt 
the PHR.   
H5a – A higher level of RE will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention. 
 
Given the support for the relationship between PTTF and intention (Klopping & McKinney, 2004; Klopping & McKinney, 
2006) and support for the relationship between RE and intention (Floyd, et al., 2000; Milne, et al., 2000), it is logical to 
expect that there will be a relationship between RE and PTTF, as individuals who believe the coping response (i.e., PHR for 
self-management) will aid them in reducing the threat of chronic disease will be more likely to believe that the PHR 
technology fits the task of chronic disease self-management. 
H5b – A higher level of RE will positively influence PTTF. 
 
Self Efficacy (SE):  This coping appraisal construct is defined as “an individual’s beliefs about whether he or she is able to 
perform the recommended coping response” (Milne, et al., 2000, p. 109).  It will be operationalized as the individual’s beliefs 
in their ability to use the PHR for chronic care self-management.  SE has been found to be the strongest predictor of intention 
and more highly correlated with intention than any other PMT variable (Plotnikoff & Trinh, 2010).  In addition, SE has been 
found to be a predictor of PTTF (Jarupathirun & Zahedi, 2007; Lin & Huang, 2008).  It is believed that the more people 
believe in their ability to use a PHR for chronic care self-management, the more likely they are to believe that the PHR is a 
good fit for the task of self-management and will be more likely to intend to adopt the PHR.   
H6a – A higher level of SE will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention 
H6b – A higher level of SE will positively influence PTTF.   
 
Patient Activation Measure (PAM):  This formative construct measures the individual’s knowledge, skill and confidence 
for self-management of a health or chronic condition (Hibbard, et al., 2005).  Previous studies have shown that chronic care 
patients who score higher on PAM are more likely to adopt self-management behaviors (Mosen, et al., 2007), and therefore 
we expect those scoring higher on the PAM will be more likely to intend to adopt the PHR for self-management purposes. 
H7 – A higher level of PAM will positively influence PHR Adoption Intention.   
 
Educational Intervention (EI):  One of the objectives of this study is to determine the effects that educational interventions 
have on PHR adoption.  To do this, we will manipulate the levels of EI experienced by different groups in our study.  
Specifically, we will examine the roles of PHR Education (PE) and Disease Severity Education (DSE).  A 2007 study, 
specifically in the context of Type 2 diabetes concluded that individuals receiving educational interventions showed 
“increased knowledge, self-care skills and improvements in psychological aspects” (Sigurdardottir, et al., 2007, p. 30).  It is 
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hypothesized that the groups receiving advanced PE and/or intense DSE (both described below in the methodology) will be 
more likely to intend to adopt the PHR.  It is further hypothesized that these educational interventions will have various 
effects on both the PMT and PTTF constructs.   
H8a – Individuals receiving intense DSE will experience higher perceptions of Severity compared to individuals receiving 
mild DSE.  
H8b – Individuals receiving intense DSE will experience higher perceptions of Vulnerability compared to individuals 
receiving mild DSE.  
 
H9a – Individuals receiving advanced PE will experience lower perceptions of Response Costs compared to individuals 
receiving basic PE. 
H9b – Individuals receiving advanced PE will experience higher perceptions of Response Efficacy compared to individuals 
receiving basic PE. 
H9c – Individuals receiving advanced PE will experience higher perceptions of Self Efficacy compared to individuals 
receiving basic PE. 
H9d – Individuals receiving advanced PE will experience higher perceptions of PTTF compared to individuals receiving 
basic PE. 
 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  
Participants in this study will be adults identified as currently suffering from Type 2 diabetes (a chronic disease) and will be 
recruited though local health clinics as well as through an online survey agency.  Type 2 diabetics were chosen due to their 
need to monitor and record health related information, the potential positive health effects of self-management and the 
statistics (e.g., growth, etc.) of this population (DeVol & Bedroussian, 2007; World Health Organization, 2005).  Due to the 
focus of this study on the effects of educational interventions on the adoption of PHRs, we will split participants into four 
equal groups, detailed below in Table 1.  Educational interventions will be delivered via carefully designed video clips. 
  PHR Education (PE) 
  
Basic (e.g., general knowledge of 
PHRs, how PHRs could be used to 
record health information such as blood 
glucose levels, etc.) 
Advanced (e.g., how the PHR can be 
optimized to self-manage chronic disease 
and detailed statistics detailing the benefits 
of self-management to health and life 
expectancy) 
Mild (e.g., high 
cholesterol, 
worsening eyesight) 
Group 1 
• Basic PE 
• Mild DSE  
Group 2 
• Basic PE + Advanced PE 
• Mild DSE Disease 
Severity 
Education 
(DSE)* 
Intense (e.g., 
stroke, kidney 
failure, blindness, 
amputation) 
Group 3 
• Basic PE 
• Intense DSE 
Group 4 
• Basic PE + Advanced PE 
• Intense DSE 
*Note that we have chosen to focus on the negative health effects as previous studies have shown that negatively framed messages are more 
persuasive than positively framed messages (Block & Keller, 1995). 
Table 1: Participant Group Educational Interventions 
 
Our research will include focus groups (approximately 5-8 people) and a small pilot survey with a convenience sample, both 
utilizing Type 2 diabetics as participants.  The purpose of the focus groups is to develop the PMT measurement instruments 
and to develop/refine the educational intervention content.  The purpose of the pilot will be to test and refine the 
measurement instruments, as well as an assessment of the educational interventions.  We estimate the pilot study will have a 
sample size of approximately 15-20 people.  For the main study, we propose a cross sectional survey that will assess PHR 
Adoption Intention and the relationships between the antecedent constructs.  Full ethics approval will be secured prior to the 
initiation of the focus groups. 
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Wherever possible, we will strive to use previously validated instruments to measure constructs in the proposed model, as per 
guidelines set forth by Boudreau et al. (2001).  PHR Adoption Intention will be measured using a three item, 5-point Likert 
scale adapted from Venkatesh et al. (2003).  PAM will be measured via a thirteen item, 5-point Likert scale from Hibbard et 
al. (2005).  Perceived TTF will be measured using an  eight item, 7-point Likert scale adapted from Lin & Huang (2008).  
Given this is the first known research study of the application of PMT in a PHR context, we will need to develop and validate 
measures for the five PMT constructs.  It is preferred for PMT studies to develop survey items specifically for the study 
(Norman, et al., 2005).  A portion of the focus group sessions will be utilized to determine the most salient items for each of 
the PMT constructs, specifically for the use of PHRs in Type 2 diabetes self-management.  These items will then be 
developed formally into measurement items, and evaluated and refined in the pilot study.  
Our research will utilize the statistical technique of structural equation modeling (SEM) to validate the proposed model.  
Specifically, we will use Partial Least Squares (PLS) as it supports confirmatory and exploratory research as well as both 
reflective and formative constructs (Gefen, et al., 2000).  The recommended sample size when using PLS is determined by 
the larger of 10 times the largest number of paths leading to a construct or 10 times the largest number of items in any one 
construct (Chin, 1997).  Given that the PAM construct has thirteen items, we require a minimum sample size of 130 
participants.  We will therefore strive to recruit 160 participants to compensate for spoiled surveys, attrition, etc.  For 
reflective and formative construct reliability and validity as well as content validity, we will utilize all appropriate measures 
and processes as per Garson (2010), Au et al. (2008) and Petter et al. (2007).  Appropriate manipulation checks will be used 
to ensure the educational intervention manipulations were perceived to be significantly different by the four groups of 
participants.  We will control for factors such as disease severity knowledge, PHR knowledge, duration since onset, etc. to 
ensure that fair between group comparisons can be made.  Finally, in addition to collecting responses for our construct 
measures, we will also collect responses to open-ended questions relating to participant perceptions about PHRs.  Responses 
to the open-ended questions will be analyzed to strengthen the empirical findings through triangulation (Benbasat, et al., 
1987). 
 
POTENTIAL CONTRIBUTIONS  
This study will contribute to academics, practitioners and society in general.  First from an academic standpoint, to the best of 
our knowledge this is the first known study to combine PMT with TTF.  As mentioned previously, this answers the call (Or 
& Karsh, 2009) to incorporate IS theory into C-HIT adoption studies.  Secondly, while the relationship between Self Efficacy 
and TTF has been proven in previous studies, this is the first known study to extend this and examine the relationship 
between Response Efficacy and TTF.  Third, this is the first known empirical study of PHR adoption that utilizes either PMT 
or TTF.  Finally, while the context of this research is the adoption of PHRs by Type 2 diabetics, the findings from this study 
will be generalizable to the larger chronic disease population, which accounts for approximately 37% of the United States 
(US) population (DeVol & Bedroussian, 2007). 
From a practitioner perspective, this study will be valuable in determining if educational interventions are useful in 
improving the adoption and use of PHRs.  While much time is spent determining the system design and other PHR 
characteristics, it is possible that simply applying education could be the tipping point that will lead to greater PHR adoption.  
Finally, from a societal standpoint, studies which determine how to increase the adoption of PHRs are of benefit.  
Governments and health care organizations around the world are discussing the benefits of PHRs and how they can assist 
patients and potentially reduce some of the economic burden of chronic disease health care, which by some estimates totaled 
$1.3 trillion (in the US) in 2003 (DeVol & Bedroussian, 2007).  By better understanding PHR adoption, especially among 
chronic care patients, we can potentially assist society in ensuring widespread usage of PHRs, and potentially reducing some 
of the direct (e.g., treatment) and indirect (e.g., lost productivity) impact costs. 
   
References 
 
Ammenwerth, E., Iller, C., & Mahler, C. (2006)  IT-adoption and the interaction of task, technology and individuals: a fit 
framework and a case study, BMC Medical Informatics and Decision Making, 6,1. 
Assadi, V., & Hassanein, K. (2009)  Consumers’ Acceptance and Use of Personal Health Record Systems: A Theoretical 
Model, Proceedings of the 17th European Conference on Information Systems (ECIS), Verona, Italy. 
Au, N., Ngai, W., & Cheng, T. (2008)  Extending the understanding of end user information systems satisfaction formation: 
An equitable needs fulfillment model approach, MIS Quarterly, 32,1, 43-66. 
Benbasat, I., Goldstein, D. K., & Mead, M. (1987)  The Case Research Strategy in Studies of Information Systems, MIS 
Quarterly, 11,3, 369-386. 
Laugesen et al.      Educational Interventions and PHR Adoption 
 
 
 
Proceedings of the Seventeenth Americas Conference on Information Systems, Detroit, Michigan August 4th-7th 2011 7 
Blanchard, C. M., Reid, R. D., Morrin, L. I., et al. (2009)  Does Protection Motivation Theory Explain Exercise Intentions 
and Behavior During Home-Based Cardiac Rehabilitation? , Journal of Cardiopulmonary Rehabilitation and 
Prevention, 29,3, 188-192. 
Block, L. G., & Keller, P. A. (1995)  When to accentuate the negative: The effects of perceived efficacy and message framing 
on intentions to perform a health-related behavior, Journal of Marketing Research, 32,2, 192-203. 
Chin, W. W. (1997) Overview of the PLS Method.   Retrieved February 28, 2011, from http://disc-
nt.cba.uh.edu/chin/plsintro.htm 
DeVol, R., & Bedroussian, A. (2007)  An Unhealthy America: The Economic Burden of Chronic Disease. Charting a New 
Course to Save Lives and Increase Productivity and Economic Growth: Milken Institute. 
Dishaw, M., & Strong, D. (1998)  Assessing software maintenance tool utilization using task-technology fit and fitness-for-
use models, Journal of Software Maintenance: Research and Practice, 10,3, 151-179. 
Dishaw, M., & Strong, D. (1999)  Extending the technology acceptance model with task-technology fit constructs, 
Information & Management, 36,1, 9-21. 
Dishaw, M., Strong, D., & Bandy, B. (2002)  Extending the task technology fit model with self-efficacy constructs, 
Proceedings of the Americas Conference on Information Systems (AMCIS), Dallas, Texas. 
Floyd, D. L., Prentice-Dunn, S., & Rogers, R. W. (2000)  A Meta-Analysis of Research on Protection Motivation Theory, 
Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 30,2, 407-429. 
Garson, G. D. (2010) Partial Least Squares Regression (PLS).   Retrieved February 28, 2011, from 
http://faculty.chass.ncsu.edu/garson/PA765/pls.htm#smartpls 
Gefen, D., Straub, D. W., & Boudreau, M. C. (2000)  Structural Equation Modeling and Regression: Guidelines for Research 
Practice, Communications of the Association for Information Systems, 4,7. 
Goodhue, D. (1995)  Understanding user evaluations of information systems, Management Science, 41,12, 1827-1844. 
Guevara, J., Wolf, F., Grum, C., et al. (2003)  Effects of educational interventions for self management of asthma in children 
and adolescents: systematic review and meta-analysis, British Medical Journal, 326, 1308-1311. 
Heisler, M., Bouknight, R. R., Hayward, R. A., et al. (2002)  The Relative Importance of Physician Communication, 
Participatory Decision Making, and Patient Understanding in Diabetes Self management, Journal of General Internal 
Medicine, 17,4, 243-252. 
Hibbard, J., Mahoney, E., Stockard, J., et al. (2005)  Development and testing of a short form of the patient activation 
measure, Health Services Research, 40,6, 1918-1930. 
Jarupathirun, S., & Zahedi, F. (2007)  Exploring the influence of perceptual factors in the success of web-based spatial DSS, 
Decision Support Systems, 43,3, 933-951. 
Kahn, J., Aulakh, V., & Bosworth, A. (2009)  What it takes: characteristics of the ideal personal health record, Health affairs, 
28,2, 369. 
Klopping, I., & McKinney, E. (2004)  Extending the Technology Acceptance Model and the Task-Technology Fit Model to 
Consumer E-Commerce, Information Technology, Learning, and Performance Journal, 22,1, 35. 
Klopping, I., & McKinney, E. (2006)  Practice makes a difference: Experience and e-commerce, Information Technology 
Learning and Performance Journal, 24,1, 25. 
Lam, T., Cho, V., & Qu, H. (2007)  A study of hotel employee behavioral intentions towards adoption of information 
technology, International Journal of Hospitality Management, 26,1, 49-65. 
Lin, T., & Huang, C. (2008)  Understanding knowledge management system usage antecedents: An integration of social 
cognitive theory and task technology fit, Information & Management, 45,6, 410-417. 
Milne, S., Sheeran, P., & Orbell, S. (2000)  Prediction and Intervention in Health-Related Behavior: A Meta-Analytic Review 
of Protection Motivation Theory, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 30,1, 106-143. 
Mosen, D. M., Schmittdiel, J., Hibbard, J., et al. (2007)  Is patient activation associated with outcomes of care for adults with 
chronic conditions? , The Journal of Ambulatory Care Management, 30,1, 21. 
Norman, P., Boer, H., & Seydel, E. R. (2005)  Protection Motivation Theory. In M. Conner & P. Norman (Eds.), Predicting 
Health Behaviour: Research and Practice with Social Cognition Models: Maidenhead: Open University Press, pp. 81-
126. 
Or, C., & Karsh, B. (2009)  A systematic review of patient acceptance of consumer health information technology, Journal of 
the American Medical Informatics Association, 16,4, 550-560. 
Or, C., Karsh, B. T., Severtson, D. J., et al. (2008)  Patient Technology Acceptance Model (PTAM)–Exploring the Potential 
Characteristics of Consumer Health Information Technology Acceptance by Home Care Patients with Chronic Illness, 
Proceedings of the Healthcare Systems, Ergonomics and Patient Safety International Conference, Strousberg, France. 
Petter, S., Straub, D., & Rai, A. (2007)  Specifying formative constructs in information systems research, MIS Quarterly, 
31,4, 623-656. 
Laugesen et al.      Educational Interventions and PHR Adoption 
 
 
 
Proceedings of the Seventeenth Americas Conference on Information Systems, Detroit, Michigan August 4th-7th 2011 8 
Plotnikoff, R. C., & Trinh, L. (2010)  Protection Motivation Theory: Is This a Worthwhile Theory for Physical Activity 
Promotion? , Exercise and Sport Sciences Reviews, 38,2, 91-98. 
Pope, J., Inc, H., & Nashville, T. (2006)  Implementing EHRs requires a shift in thinking, Health Management Technology, 
27,6, 24-27. 
Rogers, R. W., & Prentice-Dunn, S. (1997)  Protection motivation theory. In D. Gochman (Ed.), Handbook of health 
behavior research: Vol. 1. Determinants of health behavior: Personal and social. New York, NY: Plenum, pp. 113-132. 
Seyde, E., Taal, E., & Wiegman, O. (1990)  Risk-appraisal, outcome and self-efficacy expectancies: Cognitive factors in 
preventive behaviour related to cancer, Psychology & Health, 4,2, 99-109. 
Sigurdardottir, A. K., Jonsdottir, H., & Benediktsson, R. (2007)  Outcomes of educational interventions in type 2 diabetes: 
WEKA data-mining analysis, Patient Education and Counseling, 67,1, 21-31. 
Stanley, M., & Maddux, J. (1986)  Cognitive processes in health enhancement: Investigation of a combined protection 
motivation and self-efficacy model, Basic and Applied Social Psychology, 7,2, 101-113. 
Tang, P. C., Ash, J. S., Bates, D. W., et al. (2006)  Personal health records: definitions, benefits, and strategies for 
overcoming barriers to adoption, Journal of the American Medical Informatics Association, 13,2, 121. 
Tulloch, H., Reida, R., D'Angeloa, M. S., et al. (2009)  Predicting short and long-term exercise intentions and behaviour in 
patients with coronary artery disease: A test of protection motivation theory, Psychology & Health, 24,3, 255-269. 
Venkatesh, V., Morris, M. G., Gordon, B. D., et al. (2003)  User Acceptance of Information Technology: Toward a Unified 
View, MIS Quarterly, 27,3, 425-478. 
Warsi, A., Wang, P. S., LaValley, M. P., et al. (2004)  Self-management education programs in chronic disease - A 
systematic review and methodological critique of the literature, Archives of Internal Medicine, 164,15, 1641-1649. 
World Health Organization (2005) Chronic Diseases.   Retrieved February 28, 2011, from 
http://www.who.int/topics/chronic_diseases/en/ 
 
 
